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(1) Real Party in Interest 

A statement identifying by name the real party in interest is contained in the brief. 

(2) Related Appeals and Interferences 

The examiner is not aware of any related appeals, interferences, or judicial proceedings 
which will directly affect or be directly affected by or have a bearing on the Board's decision in 
the pending appeal. 

(3) Status of Claims 

The statement of the status of claims contained in the brief is correct. 

(4) Status of Amendments After Final 

The appellant's statement of the status of amendments after final rejection contained in 
the brief is correct. 

(5) Summary of Claimed Subject Matter 

The summary of claimed subject matter contained in the brief is correct. 

(6) Grounds of Rejection to be Reviewed on Appeal 

The appellant's statement of the grounds of rejection to be reviewed on appeal is correct. 

(7) Claims Appendix 

The copy of the appealed claims contained in the Appendix to the brief is correct. 
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(8) Evidence Relied Upon 

Hu, US 6,173,322 Bl, issued on Jan. 9, 2001, and filed on Jun. 5, 1997. 

Hu et al, US 6,535,518 Bl, issued in Mar. 18, 2003, and filed on Aug. 3, 2000. 

Fielding et al, RFC 2068 HTTP/1.1, published on January 1997. 

Dillon et al, US 6,658,463 Bl, issued on Dec. 2, 2003, and filed on Feb. 4, 2000. 

(9) Grounds of Rejection 

The following ground(s) of rejection are applicable to the appealed claims: 

Claims 45, 46, 48-49, 51-79, 82-98, 103 and 104 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 

being unpatentable over Hu (hereinafter Hu, U.S. Patent No. 6,173,322 Bl) in view of Hu et al. 

(U. S. Patent No. 6,535,518 Bl), and further in view of Fielding et al. (hereinafter Fielding, RFC 

2068 HTTP/1.1). 

As per claim 45, Hu discloses a method of serving objects in a computing network, the 
method comprising: 

receiving a request from a sender for an object stored on an intelligent storage system, i.e. 
content server, the request being received by a web server (fig. 4 block #404 and fig. 2 block 
#202, col. 4 L4 to col. 5 L8: network request manager operates as web site on a computer, i.e. 
web server); 

evaluating the request for the object based upon at least one predetermined criterion (fig. 
4 item #406, col. 6 L50-67, col. 7 L53-63); 

if the at least one predetermined criterion is met, returning a response message including 
the web site address, i.e. url, from the web server to the sender, wherein the sender utilizes the 
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response message to obtain the object in manner that bypasses the web server for outbound 
traffic from the intelligent storage system to the client (col. 11 L4 to col. 12 L52: i.e. when the 
redirection criteria is satisfied, the system utilizes redirect module); 

if the at least one predetermined criterion is not met, serving the stored object from the 
intelligent storage system to the sender via the web server (col. 11 L4 to col. 12 L52: i.e. when 
the redirection criteria is not satisfied, the system operates under proxy module, which obtains 
the response from the storage device and forwards the response to the client or sender). 

However, Hu does not disclose intelligent storage system comprising a control unit 
configured to determine a mapping for the requested object to a location on an associated storage 
device (i.e. a network-attached storage system or SAN) and the process wherein the response 
message includes a location of the object on the associated storage device of the intelligent 
storage system (i.e. implemented by sending the redirect response message including redirect 
status code, as per appellant specification, e.g. pg. 17 LI 7-21, pg. 24 L15 to pg. 25 L4). 

Hu et al, from the same field of endeavor, explicitly discloses an intelligent storage 
system comprising a control unit configured to determine a mapping for the requested object to a 
location on an associated storage device (i.e. a network-attached storage system, col. 2 L35-67, 
fig. 8 item 110, fig. 9 item #250, col. 5 Ll-62, col. 6 L19-67, col. 7 L15-36, col. 8 L30 to col. 9 
L24, col. 19 L63 to col. 20 L49, fig. 11, fig. 12). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skilled in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify Hu in view of Hu et al, in order to include a an intelligent 
storage system such as network-attached storage. 
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One of ordinary skilled in the art would have been motivated because it would have 
improved the overall system performance, throughput, quality of service (QoS) and further it 
would have provided flexibility and scalability (Hu et al, col. 2 L60-67, col. 3 L25 to col. 4 L15, 
col. 5Ll-ll,col. 6L59-67). 

However, Hu in view of Hu et al. does not expressly disclose the process wherein the 
response message, i.e. redirect status message including redirect code, includes a location of the 
object on the associated storage device of the intelligent storage system (note that Hu returns 
"whatever information" to the client so that client can establish a direct connection between the 
content server and itself in order to receive the response directly from the content server). 

Fielding explicitly describes the http protocol and its features including the response 
message, i.e. a redirect message using the redirect status codes and includes a location of the 
object on the associated storage device ([10.3]: an inherent, obvious and a well known feature of 
HTTP protocol). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skilled in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify Hu in view of Hu et al, and further in view of Fielding in 
order return a response message which includes a location of the object on the associated device 
of the intelligent storage device. 

One of ordinary skilled in the art would have been motivated because it would have 
automatically redirected a client's request to an appropriate location (Fielding, [10.3.1]). 

As per claim 46, Hu discloses the process wherein returning a response message from the 
web server to the sender comprises informing a sender of the received request that a subsequent 
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connection to the control unit should be established for serving the stored object (col. 6 L14-22; 
col. 13 L45-47; col. 12 L43-48; col. 18 L47-51). 

As per claim 48, Hu discloses the process wherein the response message comprises 
redirect indication of an existing protocol (col. 11 L17-34 and col. 3 L8-10: http uses 302 as a 
redirect code). 

As per claim 49, Hu discloses the process wherein the existing protocol is Hypertext 
Transfer Protocol (col. 5 L29-34; col. 6 L60-61). 

As per claim 51, Hu discloses the process further comprising automatically requesting 
establishment of the subsequent connection between the sender and the storage system in 
response to the response message (col. 12 L35-40). 

As per claim 52, Hu in view of Hu et al. discloses the process wherein evaluating the 
request for the object based upon the at least one predetermined criterion comprises evaluating 
the request for the object based upon a size of the stored object (Hu, col. 12 LlO-42; Hu et al, 
col. 6 LI 9-67). One of ordinary skilled in the art would have been motivated because of the same 
reasons as set forth in claim 45. 

As per claim 53, Hu discloses the process wherein evaluating the request for the object 
based upon the predetermined criterion comprises comparing a size of the stored object to a 
statically-specified number (col. 10 Ll-9; col. 8 L26-38 and fig. 6 step#602). 

As per claim 54, Hu discloses the process wherein the statically-specified number is 
specified by an administrator using a configuration interface (col. 7 L60-62). 

As per claim 55, Hu discloses the process wherein evaluating the request for the object 
based upon at least one predetermined criterion comprises comparing a size of the stored object 
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to a dynamically-determined number (fig. 6 block #204 and step #602, 604; col. 7 L53-61; col. 5 
L55-67 and col. lOLl-5). 

As per claim 56, Hu discloses the process wherein the dynamically-determined number is 
determined in view of current network conditions (col. 9 L7-65). 

As per claim 57, Hu in view of Hu et al, discloses evaluating the request for the object 
based upon at least one predetermined criterion comprises evaluating a naming extension (such 
as jpeg or mpeg file) of the stored object (Hu, fig. 7 block #702 and fig. 6 step #602 and col. 8 
L26-38; Hu et al, col. 1 L5-32, col. 5 L25 to col. 6 L59, col. 7 L15-16). One of ordinary skilled 
in the art would have been motivated because of the same reasons as set forth in claim 45. 

As per claim 58, Hu in view of Hu et al, discloses evaluating the naming extension of the 
stored object comprises determining whether a naming extension matches an element in a 
statistically-specified set of naming extensions (Hu, fig. 7 block #702 and fig. 6 step #602 and 
col. 8 L26-38; Hu et al, col. 1 L5-32, col. 5 L25 to col. 6 L59, col. 7 L15-16). One of ordinary 
skilled in the art would have been motivated because of the same reasons as set forth in claim 45. 

As per claim 59, Hu in view of Hu et al, discloses the process wherein the statically- 
specified set of naming extensions is specified by an administrator using a configuration 
interface (Hu, col. 7 L60-62; Hu et al, col. 1 L5-32). One of ordinary skiUed in the art would 
have been motivated because of the same reasons as set forth in claim 45. 

As per claim 60, Hu in view of Hu et al, discloses the process wherein evaluating the 
request for the object based upon predetermined criterion comprises determining whether a 
naming extension matches an element in a set of dynamically-determined set of naming 
extensions (Hu, fig. 7 block #702 and fig. 6 step #602 and col. 8 L26-38; Hu et al, col. 1 L5-32). 
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One of ordinary skilled in the art would have been motivated because of the same reasons as set 
forth in claim 45. 

As per claim 61, Hu in view of Hu et al, discloses the process wherein the dynamically- 
determined set of naming extensions is determined in view of current network conditions (Hu, 
col. 9 L7-65; Hu et al, col. 1 L5-32). One of ordinary skilled in the art would have been 
motivated because of the same reasons as set forth in claim 45. 

As per claim 62, Hu in view of Hu et al., discloses the process wherein evaluating the 
request for the object based upon at least one predetermined criterion comprises evaluating the 
request for a name of the stored object (Hu et al, col. 5 L25 to col. 6 L59, col. 7 L15-26). One of 
ordinary skilled in the art would have been motivated because of the same reasons as set forth in 
claim 45. 

As per claim 63, Hu discloses the process wherein evaluating the request based on 
criteria comprises determining whether an object name matches an element in a statically- 
specified set of object names (fig. 7 block #702 and fig. 6 step #602 and col. 8 L26-38). 

As per claim 64, Hu discloses the process wherein the statically-specified set of object 
names is specified by an administrator using a configuration interface (col. 7 L60-64). 

As per claim 65, Hu discloses the process wherein evaluating the request based on 
criteria comprises determining whether an object name matches an element in a set of 
dynamically-determined set of object names (fig. 7 block #702 and fig. 6 step #602 and col. 8 
L26-38). 

As per claim 66, Hu discloses the process wherein the dynamically-determined set of 
object names is determined in view of current network conditions (col. 9 L7-65). 
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As per claim 67, Hu discloses the process wherein the predetermined criteria comprises a 
content type of the stored object (col. 13 L5-10). 

As per claim 68, Hu discloses the process wherein evaluating the request based on 
criteria comprises determining whether a content type matches an element in a statically- 
specified set of content types (fig. 7 block #702 and fig. 6 step #602 and col. 8 L26-38). 

As per claim 69, Hu discloses the process wherein the statically-specified set of content 
types is specified by an administrator using a configuration interface (col. 7 L53-62; col. 8 L42- 
59). 

As per claim 70, Hu discloses the process wherein evaluating the request based on 
criteria comprises determining whether a content type matches an element in a set of 
dynamically-determined set of content types (fig. 7 block #702 and fig. 6 step #602 and col. 8 
L26-38). 

As per claim 71, Hu discloses the process wherein the dynamically-determined set of 
content types is determined in view of current network conditions (col. 9 L7-65). 

As per claim 72, Hu discloses the process wherein evaluating the request for the object 
upon at least one predetermined criterion comprises using one or more wildcards which may 
operate to match more than one stored object (col. 6 L53-61). 

As per claim 73, Hu does not disclose the process wherein the intelligent storage system 
comprises a network-attached storage. 

Hu et al, from the same field of endeavor explicitly discloses the intelligent storage 
system, i.e. a network-attached storage OR storage area network (col. 2 L35-67, fig. 8 item 110, 
fig. 9 item #250). 
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Therefore it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skilled in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify Hu in view of Hu et al, in order to employ network-attached 
storage system or storage area network. 

One of ordinary skilled in the art would have been motivated because of the same reasons 
as set forth in claim 45. 

As per claim 74, Hu discloses a method of creating a link to an object, the method 
comprising: 

receiving a request for a particular object that is stored in an intelligent storage system, 
i.e. content server (col. 5 L29-34; col. 18 L29); 

evaluating at least one characteristic of the particular object (col. 6 L62-67 and col. 8 L8- 
10; col. 12 LlO-53; col. 18 L30-31); 

retrieving a redirect link that instructs web server receiving the request to return a 
response message if the at least one evaluated characteristics of the particular object is satisfied 
(col. 5 L41-47 and col. 12 LI 1-52), the response message including web site address such as 
URL and being configured to redirect the request to the storage system (fig. 2 item #212, col. 1 1 
L 16-35, col. 12 L35-36); and 

locating an object serving link that is utilized by the web server receiving the request to 
obtain the object from the intelhgent storage system and return object in response to the request 
if the evaluated characteristics of the particular object is not satisfied (col. 5 L20-54 and fig. 13: 
more than one request manager implies that there is more than one redirect file employed, col. 6 
L43-61: parsing the request to obtain the requested information such as URL, and col. 11 L45- 
59). 
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However, Hu does disclose an intelligent storage system comprising a control unit 
configured to determine mapping for the requested object to a location on an associated storage 
device (i.e. intelligent storage is not a network-attached storage or storage area network) and the 
process wherein the response message includes the location of the requested object on the 
associated storage device of the intelhgent storage system (i.e. a redirect response message 
including redirect status code). 

Hu et al, from the same field of endeavor, explicitly discloses an intelligent storage 
system comprising a control unit configured to determine a mapping for the requested object to a 
location on an associated storage device (i.e. a network-attached storage system or SAN, col. 2 
L35-67, fig. 8 item 110, fig. 9 item #250, col. 5 Ll-62, col. 6 L19-67, col. 7 L15-36, col. 8 L30 
to col. 9 L24, col. 19 L63 to col. 20 L49, fig. 11, fig. 12). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skilled in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify Hu in view of Hu et al, in order to include a an intelligent 
storage system such as network-attached storage or SAN. 

One of ordinary skilled in the art would have been motivated because it would have 
improved the overall system performance, throughput and quality of service (QoS) and further it 
would have provided flexibility and scalability (Hu et al, col. 3 L25 to col. 4 L15, col. 5 Ll-11, 
col. 6 L59-67). 

However, Hu in view of Hu et al. does not expressly disclose the process wherein the 
response message includes a location of the object on the associated storage device of the 
intelligent storage system (i.e. redirect status message including redirect status code, note that Hu 
returns "whatever information" to the client so that chent can establish a direct connection 
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between the content server and itself in order to receive the response directly from the content 
server). 

Fielding explicitly discloses the http protocol and its features including the response 
message, i.e. a redirect message using the redirect status codes and includes a location of the 
object on the associated storage device ([10.3]: an inherent, obvious and a well known feature of 
HTTP protocol). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skilled in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify Hu in view of Hu et al, and further in view of Fielding in 
order return a response message which includes a location of the object on the associated device 
of the intelligent storage device. 

One of ordinary skilled in the art would have been motivated because it would have 
automatically redirected a client's request to an appropriate location (Fielding, [10.3.1]). 

As per claim 75, Hu discloses the process wherein the redirect file enables returning a 
redirect status code to a requester of the object (col. 12 L43-52). 

As per claim 76, Hu discloses the process of requesting establishment of a subsequent 
connection automatically in response to receiving the redirect status code for retrieving the 
particular object directly from the intelligent storage system (col. 12 L35-40 and col. 18 L47-51). 

As per claim 77, Hu discloses the process wherein contents of the redirect file are 
programmatically created (col. 5 L20-22 and L40-47). 

As per claim 78, Hu in view of Hu et al. does not explicitly disclose the process wherein 
the contents of the redirect file are manually created. However, the process of manually creating 
the redirect link is known in the art Therefore it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
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skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Hu in view of Hu et al. in order to 
create the contents of the redirect link manually. One of ordinary skilled in the art would have 
motivated because it would have enabled a web site developer or an administrator to redirect 
traffic to an appropriate destination. 

As per claim 103, Hu, Hu et al. and Fielding discloses the process wherein the receiving a 
request from a sender for an object on an intelligent storage system, the request being received 
by a web server, and the intelligent storage system comprising a control unit configured to 
determine the mapping for the requested object to a location on an associated storage device 
further comprises providing a web server within the intelligent storage system capable of 
processing HTTP redirect messages (Hu: fig. 2, col. 5 L20-67; Hu et al: col. 2 L35-67, fig. 8 
item 110, fig. 9 item #250, col. 5 Ll-62, col. 6 L19-67, col. 7 L15-36, col. 8 L30 to col. 9 L24, 
col. 19 L63 to col. 20 L49, fig. 11, fig. 12). 

As per claim 104, Hu, Hu et al and Fielding discloses the process wherein the returning 
of a redirect code from the web server to the sender further comprises obtaining a redirect file 
stored on the web server that identifies the location of the object on the intelligent storage system 
(Hu: col. 5 L41-47 and col. 12 L43-52, fig. 2 item #212, col. 12 L35-36; Fielding: [10.3]). 

As per claims 79, 82-98, they do not teach or further define over the limitations in claims 
45, 46, 48-49, 51-78, 103 and 104. Therefore, claims 79, 82-98 are rejected for the same reasons 
as set forth in claims 45, 46, 48-49, 51-78, 103 and 104. 
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Claim 50 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hu (hereinafter 
Hu, U.S. Patent No. 6,173,322 Bl) in view of Hu et al. (U. S. Patent No. 6,535,518 Bl), further 
in view of Fielding et al. (hereinafter Fielding, RFC 2068 HTTP/1.1), and further in view of 
Dillon et al (hereinafter Dillon, U.S. Patent No. 6,658,463 Bl). 

As per claim 50, Hu, Hu et al. and Fielding does not explicitly disclose the process of 
using the wireless session protocol. 

Dillon explicitly discloses a satellite communications network including an upstream 
proxy server and two reporting downstream proxy servers wherein communication takes place 
through a wireless satellite link using wireless session protocol (fig. 7 and col. 12 L52-58). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skilled in the art at the time 
the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Dillon with Hu, Hu et al. and Fielding in 
order to order to enable communications wirelessly by using wireless session protocol. 

One of ordinary skilled in the art would have been motivated because it would have 
improved the transmission efficiency by providing high-speed and continuous channel carrying 
packetized data (Dillon et al, col. 1 L15-21; col. 3 L38-57). 
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(10) Response to Argument 

Examiner summarizes various arguments raised by the appellant and addresses each of 
them individually. 

In the Brief, appellant argues in substance that: 

Arguments pertaining to claims 45, 82 and 87 (Brief, l.B): 

a. It is the appellant's position that Hu '322, Hu '518 and Fielding, even when 
combined, fail to teach or suggest returning a response message from a web server to a 
sender if at least one predetermined criterion is met , wherein the response message 
includes a location of an object on an associated storage device of an intelligent storage 
system, where the sender utilizes the response message to obtain the object from the 
intelligent storage system, as claimed (Brief, pg. 12: 1**' and 3rd paragraph, pg. 13: l'*'-5th 
paragraph, pg. 18: 4* paragraph). 

In response to argument [a]. Examiner respectfully disagrees. 
Independent claim 45 recites: 

A method of serving objects in a computing network, the method comprising: 

receiving a request from a sender for an object stored on an intelligent storage system, the request 
being received by a web server, and the intelligent storage system comprising a control unit configured to 
determine a mapping for the requested object to a location on an associated storage device; 

evaluating the request for the object based upon at least one predetermined criterion; 

returning a response message from the web server to the sender if the at least one 
predetermined criterion is met, wherein the response message includes a location of the object on the 
associated storage device of the inteUigent storage system, and the sender utilizes the response 
message to obtain the object in a manner that bypasses the web server for outbound traffic from the 
intelligent storage system to the client; and 

serving the stored object from the intelligent storage system to the sender via the web server if the 
at least one predetermined criterion is not met. 



Initially, In the Brief filed. Appellant has clearly admitted that, "In redirect mode, the 
network request manager returns a web site address of the selected content server 106 or 
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other suitable information to the client. Using this information, the client 104 re -transmits the 
client request to the identified web site address and receives the results directly from the selected 
content server. Again in response to the client request, the network request manager selects an 
appropriate content server 106 using various dynamic and/or static metrics to select the content 
server most capable of servicing the client request. . ." (Brief, pg. 10). 



Appellant's Disclosure: 

The present invention capitalizes on standard elements of HTTP and web servers which support HTTP 
messages, using these elements in a novel way to improve serving of large files. In particular, existing "redirect" 
features of HTTP are used dynamically create a network path between a requesting client and a NAS system on 
which a requested file is stored, thereby eliminating the web server in the web server farm.. . standard http redirect 
support enables the present invention to selectively serve files directly to the client from the NAS... (specification, 
pg. 14 lines 11-19. 

To enable incoming requests... the redirect support in http allows this to happen. When a request for 
original URL arrives, an http response message containing a special redirect status code, along with new URL, is 
returned to the requestor instead of the requested content ... when the browser receives the http response message, it 
detects the redirect status code and automatically sends another request, this time using new URL from the http 
response message... (specification, pg. 15 lines 1-16). 

In preferred embodiments, the criteria for serving a file directly from NAS (that is, using redirection), 
instead of through a web server in the web server farm, may include (by way of example): the file size exceeds some 
threshold; the file has a particular extension; the file has a particular name or the file is of a particular content type. 
These types of criteria may be used single or in combination, and more than one of each type of criteria may be used 
in making the redirection determination as well... (specification, pg. 20 lines 12-21). 



Hu (US 6,173,322 Bl, hereinafter '322). 

As acknowledged by the appellant, Hu discloses a Network request manager acting as an 
intermediary between a client and one or more content servers 106. 
As per Hu: 

Network request manager, most commonly, would operate as a web site on a TCP/IP 
network. Content servers 106 accessible via the web site might be located anywhere network 
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request manger 102 is connected via a communication pathway. For instance, the computer 
which operates as the network request manager may also act as a content server 106 . 

A web site is defined as a collection of Web pages, images, videos or other digital assets 
that is hosted on one or several WEB SERVERS , usually accessible via the Internet, cell phone 
or LAN [See Attachment A ]. 

In other words, the web site operating as a network request manager on a computer is a 
web server and/or content server. 

Network Request manager includes a server module, a rules module, a policy module, a 
connection module, a proxy module, a redirect module, a data cache, etc., as shown in the 
reproduced figure: 




Server module receives a client requests from the client via wide area network. Server 
module provides a conventional interface, such as Hypertext Transfer Protocol (HTTP) 
(col. 5 L20-40). 
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Connection module causes a particular connection to be established with the particular 
content server 106 (i.e. one or more server associated with 106). .. In preferred embodiment, 
connection module employs either proxy module or redirect module to cause the 
connection t o be established, depending upon whether certain redirection criteria have been 
satisfied . (Emphasis added) (col. 5 L40-47). 

In other words, the request manager acting in proxy mode and/or redirect mode is strictly 
based on the criteria and/or criterions as set forth above. 

When in proxy mode, Hu's '322 network request manager operates as follows: 
Col. 11 L17-59: 
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FIG:. §A is a diagrain. i^liisfeatisg sistw^rk request 
mansgsr 102 m s prosj' nscde operatiois,. Neswoik request 
mm&gsr ices ree&h'es a client t^jqisesl from client IM, la 
proxy mode, aetWDrk rsqmesS rsaaager 162 seiscss «m appro- 
priale comteat seri'^T 106 and forwards the chsuX rsqussl on 
to ths selected cosjerst server IS*.. Contsnt sert-er IM 
services tbc clisas. request aaci returns the rcsuiSs ta: nctwark. 
request saasiager 102. N'etwBrk reqiiesi nssmger then passes 
the resiilts on to elkat IM. Hi^is, astwoEk jsque:^! manager 
1S2 sets as a proxy for clkat 104 whes ssrvk-iag Slie clseat 
request %vith costent server IM, It sppesis ts di^eut 104 that 
nfitwork request tsaisager W2 hss serviced the client re^qiiest: 
tse piDsy opcratiDE is mvisiblc Ik: clicsil 104. 

FIG. Is a diagram 9Q2 iUiisEratisg aelwork request 
msissgsr 102 in. s redircvH: mods of opcra-SicQ. Ie redirect 
mode, a^iSes'Si^k: request manager It2 .receives, the client 
request asid seless aa s.pprop.dBts coMeat sesT,'sr 1§6 a.s 
before. Here, however, sem^fk feqiiest marsager 162 
responds to tht cEeat req[!iest wltls .infbrmstiois that wiR 
alliow dieat IM to coctaet eontefll ser.'ef 166 diifsstly. For 
e.ssjiEp.ls, ae^'crk fgqtsjg&t .snanfigei 1652; might res^ood vnth 
the vi.'sb sits .address of coatent sert'^s? 106. Usiag this 
Motmattoa, clieat 104 re-trasBiniss its, dieci ^eqtjsst ts 
coDteiit ser^'er 106 snd receives the results directly.. 

Coimectjoss modiile 208 (not shows in FIG, 9B, see FIG, 
2) scIecSs a mode of isperation based oa certdn iEsiteriaj 
hsreissfter referred to as Eedirection eritsns. lu & p.re£errsd 
embodimtat, the proxy mode is ihe default mode of opera- 
tion.. Tie cosaeaioa mcidule 2©8 ijses the rediire?! inc4e 
only when tiie rediieeSioa ctiieria are s.stisS.ed, Exansple 
redif€ctiaa5 edterk are di&ciissed beiow.. 

FIG., 10 is a dstafiow .diagrsic IIKIO slliistraEiag the 
opcretkm of Sbc picscet iovcation in s proxy mode of 
opsratlan. As discussed above,, rules isod^.Ie selects s 
group aadi poliey modals 2M ssk-cts s sp&uS.c. coaSeat 
sender IM frnm withia tMt g;rc:iip. For parposfis of 
slkstrarion., FIG... 18 shorn mks snoduls IM ss haviflg 
diosea firsJ gixmp 5K, as desc?ib*d wish respect to FIG. S. 
AgsiE, Eiss graep 502 iadudeis scEtent servers A, B, C, E., 
aad F. aU of which beia^ able to a.c«s& CQCsaoa daSa ssl 

Contimiag ^itliihe esampkj pQiicy iiEodule .2SS accesses 
the csirrent dyaaaiis metric and selecss coatent server F ta 
service the client rsqiicsL .Assmising Ithat the- redirectica 
cdleris .have aos been satisSed (see below), costrolpsssies Jo 
proxy module 210 withia soaassiioQ module 208. Proxy 
module forward the cHeat request to corsteEt s-erver F for 
sen'i.ci.Rg.. CQnte.Eit server F acce^^s ccmmoa data set 1W6 

afecsss.siy to ssrviit the disai seqsifcM, asd; ssmras !s 
prosy modub 210 m indicstioD that tbc clic-Et icsiycst has 
been cosipisted and any resulls that ms.y have beea gener- 
ated, Frcsy iE.Qd.iLie 2iS then rsspoads to cliesl 1.04 with the 
mformatioti received froisi c^Etect server F (i.e., aa isdica- 
tLon. that the sli^nt rsqii.e-st wss fulfilled .alctsg with .say 
resi^lts). 
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Note t hat the connection module uses the redirect mode only when the redirection criteria 
are satisfied. 

And, when in redirect mode, Hu's '322 network request manager operates as follows: 
Col. 12L10-52: 

Rc.dircE:i Misdisib 

FIG. 11 k & diaiaflow dkg?a:m 1100 Miisilratiag tbs i>fHS?s- 
don of ihS' pisssm iawafen in a redirect mode of □peralfea. 
For piLipcscs of i^iuaaa.tiois, FIG. 11 depicts niics module 
204 ss haviiig sekcted third group 566 iRckdiag conterst 
seivers E. aod G, saeh cl which sre abk xo aceeas 
common data set 1102. Ths policy module 206 associ&Jed 
with thM group 5M accesses tbe cuireEt dyaamic aietric for 
tiais gmvip md selects cacteGl sigrver G to service this clifiEt 
request. Control tliea pssses to coHneciiloH module 208. 

CaBiEDctba moduls 2M tests to dBlcnainc whether the 
ssdiredioc cdterfa. ate satisfied. In & prefsrssd stsbodisaeat, 
taa redireetioa esriteria .are sa^M&d whe:a co3ia,ectk!.a moduile 
208 determines that a direct coansffiion betwees conterst 
server IM md sHsEt 1D4 wciikl result ia sigaScsctly mots 
effidetit commtiaicafton. 

Far exampis, diest 1S4 aad coRteRt :^enfe? 106 may botli 
be pliysimlly locsted withifl a few miles of sech Qtb,ef >as the 
Esst coast while netwo-tk request msrssger 102 migliJ be 
Issated on the West coast, li makes liitle sesse in tenus of 
trarisniissian dmc efficiency fcsr nctmiDrk request manager 
102 lc5 set as a ps"ox>' wheo a direct coanscsiQii is possibk, 
Simikrlj^ eontent ssfver IDS &ad slisnt 104 tsight be 
corjinected via s bigh-speed net?»-oik link wisle both migbt 
share a, low-speed link with oetwoTk reqws-t mmsger 182, 
A ditecL CQaseetiofl. makes more- sense h&re ss well. 

Another exan^k of a prcfcncd rcdiicctian criteria is 
redirecting all of certain tv'p«s of siieat requests. For 
instsnce, all cMes!: re-qtsests for a nctw-ork ktensive intcrsc- 
tlve 3pj3licstioa aaigk be: redlrscsed siitomaiicallv where 
aetisg m & p:rosy juode wo53ld bs too biirdensoais ia terms 
of Q£tv¥ork h£Lndmdtfe., Tfease skilled sji the art wiU rsccgai^e 
the miiltslisde of diSereRS redirectiosi criteria whiieh might be 
used. 

Assummg thai the ledirei^tioii criteiis have b#es satisfied, 
coatfol passes to redirect SBodule 212 witljisi connacticia 
module 2M. As descdbed above, redirect: mixfeik 212 
resposcs to slieat 104 tviJh wbstever isfariiEatioa is lae^es- 
sarj ae-eordmg lo the partictikr ^idie-area nsti^'ork ICS 
piotocci fur dicat 104 So CQElacS Exsntcsl scxd'cr G dirccth'. 
In mcst cs&es the net?fork address of the raniient server 16* 
is all that is required, Oiect 104 thess coQiacte content sesvet 
G directly with the elieat reqtsesa and rsceives directly 
whstever response is provided. 
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In other words, when the redirection criteria are satisfied, the redirect module, responds 
to the client with web site address, i.e. URL and/or whatever information is necessary for client 
to contact content server G directly. 

URL, in itself, is a location of an object on an associated storage device (See appellant 
specification reproduced above, or specification pg. 15 lines 1-6: redirect message comprises 
URL). 

[Note: Examiner have not relied upon the inherent features of Hu, such as redirect status 
codes, and introduced Fielding et al. in order to prove the inherency]. 

As such, Hu explicitly discloses returning a response message from a network request 
manager acting as a web site on a computer and/or on a content server, see col. 4 L66 to col. 5 
L8 [i.e. from a web server] to a sender, i.e. a client, if at least one redirection criteria (e.g. 
redirecting certain type of chent requests, col. 12 L35-43) is satisfied, i.e. if at least one 
predetermined criterion is met , wherein the response message includes a web site address of the 
object, i.e. URL or location of an object on an associated storage device of a content server, e.g. 
col. 6 L53-61 or col. 11 L17-59 , where the sender/client utihzes the response message to obtain 
the object from the content server G directly, i.e. bypassing the web site and/or content server on 
which the network request manager is operating. 

Furthermore, as set forth in the rejection, Hu '322 does not disclose an intelligent storage 
system, which as per appellant's specification, is network-attached storage systems (NAS) or 
equivalents thereof. Specification, pg. 14 lines 1-10. 

Hu '518 exphcitly discloses an intelligent storage system that is capable of receiving and 
responding to the http requests, e.g. fig. 8 item #110, col. 5 L12-67. 
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Response to appellant's analysis of fig. 10 and fig. 1 1 of Hu '322: 

Initially, it should be noted that appellant's analysis is solely based on fig. 10 and fig. 1 1 
only (Brief, pg. 9-10). 

On page 12 of the Brief, appellant argues that, "that is, the redirection... the content 
server is still responsible for processing the original client request. ..however, there is no 
teachings or suggestion in Hu '322 that the client can in any manner, directly access the common 
datastorage 1006, 1102. 

It appears that appellant is completely misinterpreting the teachings of the prior art. The 
common data set 1006, 1102 is common database associated with the content server, e.g. col. 7 
L15-22. 

For example: appellant's fig. 2 shows the data storage 240, and appellant's fig. 3 shows 
the web server 330. In order to service the client's request, the web server must access the data 
storage 240. 

In response to appellant's argument that "content server is still responsible for processing 
the original client request", it should be noted that in the claimed invention, i.e. claim 45, the 
intelligent storage system is responsible for serving the client's request whether the criterions are 
satisfied or not. 

On page 13 of the Brief, appellant further argues that "...neither the content servers nor 
the network request manager return the location of an object stored within the common storage 
1006 and 1 102 to the requesting client". 
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Appellant has clearly admitted throughout the Brief, e.g. pg. 12 Last paragraph, that, Hu 
'322 provides the client with the URL of a content server selected by the network request 
manager. 

In HTTP, URLs are location identifiers of the object. In other words, it identifies where 
the object is located in the network, e.g. Hu '322 col. 6 L60-61. And the fact that Hu '322 
redirection module returns the URL of a content server for an object logically implies logically 
that the common database is associated with content server. 

Moreover, both Hu '322 and presently claimed invention utilizes redirection techniques 
of known http protocol. 

b. Moreover, is the appellant's position that Hu '322, Hu '518 and Fielding, even 
when combined, fail to teach or suggest and serving the stored object from the intelligent 
storage system to the sender via the web server of the at least one predetermined criterion 
is not met, as claimed (Brief, pg. 12: 2nd paragraph). 
In response to argument [b]. Examiner respectfully disagrees. 

As set forth above, the network request manager which normally operates as a web site, 
i.e. on a web server, employs either proxy mode and/or redirect mode, depending upon whether 
certain redirection criteria have been satisfied . (Emphasis added) (col. 5 L40-47). 

In other words, if the redirection criteria are not satisfied and/or met, the network request 
manager employs proxy mode, and when in proxy mode, the object is served from the content 
server to the sender via the network request manager, which operates as a web site, i.e. web 
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server, if the redirection criteria are not satisfied (See the reproduced disclosure of proxy mode 
above). 

Moreover, in the brief, appellant has clearly admitted that "Hu's system when 
operating in proxy mode, the network request manager receives request from client, selects the 
content server, forwards the request to the content server which services the request and returns 
the results to the network request manager, which passes the results back to the client (Brief, pg. 
9)." 

Hu '518 explicitly discloses an intelligent storage system such as SAN that is capable of 
receiving and responding to the http requests, e.g. fig. 8 item #110, col. 5 L12-67. 

c. Hu '322 is completely silent with regard to, and fails to teach or suggest any form 

of intelligent storage system as claimed (Brief, pg. 12: 3'^'' paragraph). 

In response to argument [c], and based on the rejection. Examiner cites Hu '518 to 
disclose such an intelligent storage system. 

Hu '518 explicitly discloses an intelligent storage system that is capable of receiving and 
responding to the http requests, e.g. fig. 8 item #110, col. 5 L12-67. 

Moreover, in the brief filed, appellant has clearly admitted that Hu '518 describes the 
use of intelligent storage. See Brief, pg. 13 2nd paragraphs. 

It appears that appellant is attempting to show nonobviousness by attacking references 
individually. MPEP 2145 (IV) clearly sets forth that one cannot show nonobviousness by 
attacking references individually where the rejections are based on combinations of references. 
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In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., Inc., 800 F.2d 
1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). 

d. Appellant believes that Hu ' 518 teaches away from that claimed. The claimed 
invention recites "returning a response message... wherein response message includes a 
location of an object on an associated storage device. ..The sender then accesses object 
directly. However, the essence of the invention of Hu '5 1 8 is a switch that snoops packets 
and routes data related requests so that the server never has to see or process requests that 
can be handled by the intelligent storage directly. Moreover, the switch deliberately 
avoids sending any form of redirection back to the client , in favor or automatically 
forwarding storage-oriented data directly to an intelligent storage system based on 
forwarding rules (Brief, pg. 14: 3rd paragraph, pg. 16: 3'^'' paragraph). 
In response to argument [d]. Examiner respectfully disagrees. 

Initially, it is noted that appellant's assertions that Hu '518 teaches away are unsupported 
and/or lacks factual evidence. 

In other words, there is no disclosure, teachings and/or suggestions in Hu '518 that would 
enable one of ordinary skilled in the art to conclude that Hu '518 avoids sending any form of 
redirection back to the client. 

Hu '518 does not criticize, discredit, or other wise discourage the usage of redirection. In 
fact, Hu '518 is fully aware of redirection, e.g. col. 11 L31-47 and it would be clear to one 
skilled in the art that the redirection and forwarding falls within an alternative solution and does 
not usurp the intent of Hu '518 because both Hu '518 and the presently claimed invention is fully 
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and/or strictly based on HTTP protocol, wherein redirection and/or forwarding are known 
[MPEP 2141.02 (VI)]. 

See In re Fulton, 391 F.3d 1195, 1201, 73 USPQ2d 1141, 1146 (Fed. Cir. 2004) 
[However, "the prior art's mere disclosure of more than one alternative does not constitute a 
teaching away from any of these alternatives because such disclosure does not criticize, discredit, 
or otherwise discourage the solution claimed. . . ."]. 

e. Moreover, in order for an Examiner to support a rejection based upon 
obviousness... However, the appellant asserts that the Examiner's stated motivations to 
combine the cited references rely on mere conclusory statements that are not supported 
(Brief, pg. 14-15: 4th paragraph). 

In response to argument [e]. Examiner respectfully disagrees. 

In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the references, 
the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by combining or modifying the 
teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is some teaching, 
suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge 
generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 
USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and//7 re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). 

In this case, the motivation is: 

One of ordinary skilled in the art would have been motivated because it would have 
improved the overall system performance, throughput, quality of service and further provided 
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flexibility and scalability (Hu et al, col. 2 L60-67, col. 3 L25 to col. 4 L15, col. 5 Ll-11, col. 6 
L59-67). 



The motivation is clearly supported, e.g. In Hu '518 as follows: 
Col. 2 L60-67: Col. 3 L25-42: 



BSIEF SmmiAEY OF THE m'E^mON 

1. Tcs isscfesse dse sa^wods iad stssage access periof- 
sssiice 5Bd ftstosgtim. 

2. Tc le-diKS traSs dclsy S£d kss bsmxen, E,*mic(rk(s) sad 
sisf age. m se^^'^■^ cacgsssiaa a; tC: Ssosa^i as6 kiescy 

3. To iECTcase ktvct asd nstwark systcis. iviibbsiitv, 
fe^abijjty asd pecUise servsr symm fiiisires by jsdsi-c- 
isg t!i!6 traffic gsiaj thsoii^h tfes sersie-r bi3s, OS SEd 
CPU. 

■4. Tc susiniiEEi the aEsiailiSy ai s sci^tr^Kjascd sysscm s\'s. 
a sctwiJiSc aSisEhsd staTsgc or NA3.}. 

5. To bs scsLasls md je:siu£* sis &t£j sps^m-^sss:. 

In 93m, iht asysntkm sms to pitmds idglscai: iievels of 
SHwr-ijMcd SsliabsHtj^ A>r»Sa3nl% ■SsalabffiQr (RAS) 
f£sr ft ae'WSfk syism ssd higi^x {eveSs af QoS Sk t&e ead 



T L^ie ^^e'x.BsneT pts gr .case i»i\s ^^vVh 
ii"s EL-^'ve's^i, «■) \« iHn-.dsc viarec^ iiAX'o =p 



In summary, intelligent storage systems such as SAN provides flexibility and scalability. 
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f. Still further... That is, there is no teaching or suggestion that the content servers 
themselves can or would return a response message to the client if at least one 
predetermined criterion is met.. .(Brief, pg. 15: 2nd-3rd paragraph). 

In response to argument [f]. Examiner respectfully disagrees for the same reasons as set 
forth in response to argument [a-b]. 

Stated another way, the request manager acting as an intermediary, e.g. col. 4 Ll-12, 
Brief, pg. 8 last paragraph, and operating as a web site and/or acting as a content server, e.g. col. 
4 L66 to col. 5 L8, does return a response message to the client, col. 1 1 LlO-52. 

g. The proposed modifications cannot render the prior art unsatisfactory for its 
intended purpose. If the Examiner tries to assert that the intelligent storage could 
somehow replace the content servers, then the invention in Hu '322 would be rendered 
inoperable for its intended use. This can be seen because the content servers serve not 
only content but applications and perform other operations required to service chent 
requests as described more fully herein. That is, non-content client requests could not be 
serviced if the content servers were replaced with intelligent storage devices (Brief, pg. 
16: 1st paragraph). 

In response to argument [g]. Examiner respectfully disagrees. 

Initially, it should be noted that the allegations as set forth above are unsupported and/or 
lacks factual evidence. 
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Appellant's basis, i.e. "because the content servers serve not only content but 
applications... that is non-content based client requests could not be serviced if the content servers 
were replaced with intelligent storage devices", in itself, is unsupported. 

Intelligent storage devices of Hu '518, more specifically, SAN environment is fully 
capable of storing and/or handling any content and/or applications, simply because the storage 
area network is capable of storing any type data, information, content, software, applications, 
etc., e.g. Hu '518: col. 6 L42-58: storage oriented traffic handling streaming content from 
streaming applications. Col. 10 L59-65: storage oriented traffic to be bypassed includes ftp, rtp, 
etc. 

As such, mere replacing one form of storage environment to another which is efficient, 
flexible and scalable, in itself, does not render the prior art being modified unsatisfactory for its 
intended purpose. 

Furthermore, the Supreme Court in KSR International Co. v. Teleflex Inc., 550 U.S. 

, , 82 USPQ2d 1385, 1395-97 (2007) identified a number of rationales to support a 

conclusion of obviousness which are consistent with the proper "functional approach" to the 
determination of obviousness as laid down in Graham. The key to supporting any rejection under 
35 U.S. C. 103 is the clear articulation of the reason(s) why the claimed invention would have 
been obvious. The Supreme Court in KSR noted that the analysis supporting a rejection under 35 
U.S.C. 103 should be made explicit. See MPEP 2143. 
EXEMPLARY RATIONALES 

Exemplary rationales that may support a conclusion of obviousness include: 

(A) Combining prior art elements according to known methods to yield predictable results; 

(B) Simple substitution of one known element for another to obtain predictable results; 

(C) Use of known technique to improve similar devices (methods, or products) in the same way; 
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(D) Applying a known technique to a known device (method, or product) ready for improvement to yield 
predictable results; 

(E) "Obvious to try" - choosing from a finite number of identified, predictable; 

(F) Known work in one field of endeavor may prompt variations of it for use in either the same field or a different 
one based on design incentives or other market forces if the variations are predictable to one of ordinary skill in the 
art; 

(G) Some teaching, suggestion, or motivation in the prior art that would have led one of ordinary skill to modify 
the prior art reference or to combine prior art reference teachings to arrive at the claimed invention. See MPEP § 
2143 for a discussion of the rationales listed above along with examples illustrating how the cited rationales may be 
used to support a finding of obviousness ]. 

In this case, the rationale is simply substitution of one known element for another to 

obtain predictable results. That is, substitution of content server with intelligent storage systems 

such as storage area network (SAN), which provides flexibility and scalability. 



h. In this regard, it appears to the appellant that the Examiner is not evaluating the 
claim as a whole, but is rather attempting to piece claimed elements identified in the prior 
art in a impermissible hindsight manner (Brief, pg. 16: Last paragraph). 
In response to applicant's argument that the examiner's conclusion of obviousness is 
based upon improper hindsight reasoning, it must be recognized that any judgment on 
obviousness is in a sense necessarily a reconstruction based upon hindsight reasoning. But so 
long as it takes into account only knowledge which was within the level of ordinary skill at the 
time the claimed invention was made, and does not include knowledge gleaned only from the 
applicant's disclosure, such a reconstruction is proper. See In re McLaughlin, 443 F.2d 1392, 
170 USPQ 209 (CCPA 1971). 

For a rationale supporting the rejection, please see the response to argument [g] above. 
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Arguments pertaining to claims 74, 86 and 96 (Brief, l.C): 

i. Hu '322 is completely silent with regard to, and fails to teach or suggest receiving 
a request for a particular object that is stored in an intelligent storage system, as claimed. 
Rather, as noted ...Hu '322 discloses the use of a network request manager that receives 
the client requests and assigns a corresponding content server to service the request 
(Brief, pg. 18). 

In response to argument [i]. Examiner respectfully disagrees. 
Independent claim 74 recites: 

A method of creating a link to an object, the method comprising: 

receiving a request for a particular object that is stored in an intelligent storage system comprising 
a control unit configured to determine a mapping for the requested object to a location on an associated 
storage device; 

evaluating at least one characteristic of the particular object; 

retrieving a redirect file that instructs a web server receiving the request to return a 
response message including the location of the requested object on the associated storage device of the 
intelligent storage system if the at least one evaluated characteristic of the particular object is satisfied, the 
response message being configured to redirect the request to the control unit of the intelligent storage 
system; and 

locating an object serving link that is utilized by the web server receiving the request to obtain the 
object from the intelligent storage system and return the object in response to the request if the evaluated at 
least one characteristic of the particular object is not satisfied. 



Initially, appellant has clearly admitted in the brief, e.g. pg. 9, that "the network request 
manager receives a client request from client. In response to the client request, the network 
request manager selects an appropriate content server..." 

In other words, the network request manager receives the client's request for a particular 
object that is stored on a content server. See also, fig. 4 item #404, col. 4 L4-12. 

At column 4 L4-12 and col. 6 L42-67, Hu '322 discloses receiving a client's request that 
is directed to a web site on wide area network 108, i.e. receiving the request for a particular 
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object on a content server on wide area network, wherein the request includes the description of 
action (e.g. get file), an address of data, a tag recognized as identifying particular data. 

Furthermore, the rejection does acknowledge that Hu '322 does not disclose intelligent 
storage system such as SAN, and depends on Hu '518 to cure this deficiency. 



j. Moreover, Hu '322 is completely silent with regard to, and fails to teach or 
suggest evaluating at least one characteristics of the particular object, retrieving a redirect 
file that instructs a web server receiving the request to return a response message 
including location of the requested object on the associated storage device... (Brief, pg. 
18, pg. 19: 2°''-3rd paragraph, pg. 20, pg. 22: 2°'' paragraph). 
In response to argument [j]. Examiner respectfully disagrees. 
In support, appellant specification discloses: 
Specification, pg. 20 lines 12-21: 

In preferred embodiment... the criteria... may include the file size, the file extension, the file name, the file 
type..." 



Specification, pg. 17 lines 17-21 discloses: 

"...A file containing syntax such as example 710, which is referred to herein as a redirect file or redirect 
page is deployed at a web server... A redirect file is a file that instructs the web server ( pro grammatic ally ) to 
return a redirect status code, along with an indication of a file's location on NAS..." 



Specification, pg. 24 line 15-pg. 25 line 4: 

Fig. 1 1 illustrates processing at a Web server in the server farm (on the left) and at a NAS (on the right), 
including the flow of messages and data between these components . At Block 1100. the Web server 
receives a content request in an HTTP request message from a client (responsive to Block 1000 of Fig. 10, 
for example). The Web server then checks to see if this request is for a file meeting the redirection criteria 
(Block 1105). If so, then the locally-stored redirect file is retrieved (Block 1110) and sent to the client 
(Block 1115) using a redirect status code on the HTTP response message . (See 720 of Fig. 7 for an 
example.) The processing of this client request by the Web server is then complete, and a subsequent 
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connection will be automatically requested by the client directly to the NAS, thereby bypassing the Web 
server in the server farm for delivery of the file. 

Hu '322, at column 6 lines 50-67, teaches parsing the client request for analyzing various 
type of information. 

Hu '322, at column 12 lines 10-52, teaches evaluating the redirection criteria related to 
the content. Hu '322 also discloses "another example of a preferred redirection criteria is 
redirecting all of certain types of client requests . For instance, all chent requests for a network 
intensive interactive application might be redirected automatically where acting in proxy mode 
would be too burdensome in terms of network bandwidth. Those skilled in the art will recognize 
the multitude of different redirection criteria which might be used ". 

Based on the appellant's specification above, the characteristics are equivalent to 
redirection criteria, and it may include file size, file name, file type, file extension, etc. 

In Hu '322, in order to determine whether the redirection criteria is satisfied or not, the 
network request manager receives and parses the chent request, and evaluates and/or determines 
the type of traffic of the requested content. If the content requested falls into the redirection 
criteria, i.e. if the type of traffic of the requested object is same as type of type set forth in 
redirection criteria, the redirection module automatically redirects the client. 

For example: 

Considering the instance where all client requests for a network intensive interactive 
application that are redirected automatically where acting in proxy mode would be too 
burdensome in terms of network bandwidth. 
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In order to redirect such http traffic, the network request manager must 
analyze/evaluate/determine the characteristics of the requested object, i.e. in this case, it must 
analyze the type of traffic of the requested application/object , which is implemented by parsing 
the client's request and obtaining the information regarding the request and evaluate the criteria, 
which in this case is file "type". 

As such, Hu '322 does teach analyzing at least one characteristics of the particular object, 
in this case, analyzing the type of requested object. Without this analysis, the redirection would 
not be possible. 

Claim Interpretation 

(i) In light of specification , e.g. pg. 24 line 15-pg. 25 line 4, which is reproduced 
above, "retrieving a redirect file that instructs a web server receiving the request to return a 
response message including location of the requested object on the associated storage device" is 
achieved/equivalent to "retrieving redirect file and sending it to the client using a redirect status 
code of the http response message". 

In other words, the redirect file is merely a file which may comprise a location of the 
object, i.e. URL, or other information. 

In Hu '322, the network request manager responds with the website address of content 
server [i.e. URL] and/or whatever information is necessary for the client to contact the content 
server directly when the redirection criteria are satisfied, e.g. col. 1 1 L16-35, col. 12 L35-52. 
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That is, the network request manager must retrieve the web site address [URL] of the 
content and/or "whatever information", i.e. the redirect file comprising the location of object, 
from a location in order to return the response message to the chent. 

[It should noted that Examiner did not rely on inherency, and introduced Fielding et al. 
for teaching the redirect status code of the http response message (See the detailed rejection)]. 

As such, Hu '322, logically, discloses retrieving the redirect file [i.e. information such as 
URL] and sending it to the client using the redirect status code of the http response message 
[redirection in http can ONLY be achieved via the usage of the redirection codes. See Fielding 
[10.3]]. 

(ii) In hght of specification , e.g. pg. 17 lines 17-21, it appears that the redirect file 
could be interpreted as a code/subroutine/program that instructs the web server 
(programmatically) to return the redirect status code along with information. 

Hu '322, at column 12 lines 43-52, teaches assuming that the redirection criteria have 
been satisfied, control passes to redirect module , i.e. invoking/retrieving the redirect module (the 
redirect module is a software component/file, e.g. col. 6 LlO-22), which responds to chent with 
whatever information is necessary for the client to contact the content server directly by 
instructing, programmatically, the network request manager operating as a web site to send the 
response message. 

Note: In Hu '322 the redirect status codes are inherent because Hu '322 system is based 
on http protocol, e.g. col. 5 L20-33. However, inherency was evidenced by introducing Fielding 
et al, which discloses http protocol and its features, e.g. [10.3]. 
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The combination of Hu '322 and Fielding discloses the process of retrieving/invoking the 
redirect file which instructs the web server to return the redirect status code along with the web 
site address as set forth above. 

Furthermore, retrieving a redirect file to instruct the web server to send the redirect status 
code/message/response can be inherent/obvious over Hu '322 and Fielding et al. 

For example: 

Hu '322 discloses programmatically evaluating criteria and sending the response message 
with web site address or whatever information is needed [Hu '322 utilizes the inherent feature of 
redirecting as is known in http protocol, e.g. Fielding et al., [10.3] because Hu '322 system is 
based on http protocol]. 

In order to implement this feature of redirection, there must be some type of 
invocation/retrieval of the file/code/subroutine/program [e.g. redirect module] that will instruct 
the web server, more specifically, server implementing http protocol, to return the redirect 
response message with the location of the requested object to the client, e.g. Fielding [10.3.2- 
10.3.4]. 

Without such programmatic instruction, the web server cannot and will not send the 
redirect response message. 

k. Hu '322 fails to teach locating an object serving link that is utihzed by the web 
server receiving the request to obtain the object from the intelligent storage 
system... (Brief, pg. 18-19: Last paragraph, pg. 19: last paragraph). 
In response to argument [k]. Examiner respectfully disagrees. 
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Hu '322, at column 6 lines 50-67, teaches parsing the client request for analyzing various 
type of information. The client request includes description of the action, description of data (e.g. 
an address, a tag recognized as identifying particular data). In the case of http requests, the 
location identifier is a URL. 

In other words, the object serving link, i.e. URL, can be located and/or obtained from the 
client request by parsing the client request. 

Furthermore, when the network request manager employs the proxy mode, the network 
request manager utilizes this URL obtained from the request to obtain the content/object from the 
content server and responding to the client with the results (col. 11 L4-60), which is a 
conventional approach known in the art. 

Without locating and utihzing the object serving link, i.e. website address of the content 
or URL, the network request manager and/or web server would not be able to respond to the 
client's request. 

1. However, appellant believes that Hu '518 teaches away... (Brief, pg. 21: 2°''-3'^'' 
paragraph, pg. 23: 2nd paragraph). 

In response to argument [1], Examiner respectfully disagrees for the same reasons as set 
forth in response to argument [d] and [j-k]. 

m. In supporting. . .the motivations provided by the Examiner is merely conclusory in 
nature and are unsupported (Brief, pg. 21-22: Last paragraph). 
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In response to argument [m], Examiner disagrees, at least, for the same reasons as set 
forth in response to argument [e] and [j-k]. 

n. Also, the proposed modification cannot render the prior art unstatisfactory for its 
intended purpose. ..(Brief, pg. 22: Last paragraph). 

In response to argument [n]. Examiner disagrees, at least, for the same reasons as set 
forth in response to argument [g] and [j-k]. 

o. In this regard, it appears... Examiner is not evaluating the claim as a whole, but 
rather is attempting to piece claimed elements identified in the prior art in a 
impermissible hindsight manner (Brief, pg. 23: 2rd paragraph). 

In response to argument [o]. Examiner disagrees, at least, for the same reasons as set 
forth in response to argument [h] and [j-k]. 

Arguments pertaining to claim 50 (Brief, [2.] Pg. 24): 

In response to this argument. Examiner disagrees for the same reasons as set forth above. 
(11) Related Proceeding(s) Appendix 

No decision rendered by a court or the Board is identified by the examiner in the Related 
Appeals and Interferences section of this examiner's answer. 
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(12) Attachments 

Attachment A: Definition of a web site obtained from Wikipedia, the free encyclopedia. 

(13) Conclusion 

In summary, Examiner has clearly evaluated the claimed invention as a whole, and has 
clearly established a prima facie case of obviousness. 

As it is seen in the brief, appellant is attempting to show nonobviousness by attacking 
references individually, whereas the rejections are clearly based on combinations of references. 

MPEP 2145 (IV) clearly sets forth that one cannot show nonobviousness by attacking 
references individually where the rejections are based on combinations of references. In re 
Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., Inc., 800 F.2d 1091, 
231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). 

For the above reasons, it is believed that the rejections should be sustained. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Kamal Divecha 
Art Unit 2451 
/John FoUansbee/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 245 1 
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